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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )H Responsive to communication(s) filed on 16 September 2004 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) H Claim(s) 1-4.7.16 and 22-30 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 03 Claim(s) 1-4. 7. 16. 22-30 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
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1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies riot received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to communication filed on September 16, 2004. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claims 1-4, 7, 16, 22-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in 
the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use 
the invention. 

Regarding claims 1,16, the phrase "physical characteristics of the customer" in 
both occurrences, considers as a new matter because it was not described in the 
specification. 

Claims 2-4, 7, 22-30 are rejected for the same reason since they depend from 
rejected claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-4, 7, 16, 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Lenander (US 6,206,165) in view of Pena (US 6,704,039). 

Regarding claim 1 , Lenander discloses a method to detect and reward the 
return of shopping carts to collection points at a shopping center (abstract) 
wherein during a purchase, a first signal A is generated (after completion of the 
purchases, the stationary electronic device 18 will send a recording signal with 
respect to the purchases having taken place) (col. 3, lines 39-56), when the 
shopping cart is returned to a collection, a second signal B is generated (this 
recording via an electronic indicator 17 initiate an optical and/or acoustical signal 
with the information that the returning of the service cart has occasioned a 
reward) (col. 3, lines 57-65); wherein the two signals A and B are correlated to 
issue a bonus (col. 3, lines 39-65; col. 4, iines 37-56); comprising: the step of 
correlating the first signal A with the second signal B (col. 3, lines 39-65). 
Lenander discloses every feature of the claimed invention but fails to 

explicitly disclose the step of assigning the first signal A to a certain customer by 

identifying or individualizing the customer by optical recognition of physical 

characteristics of the customer. 

However, Pena discloses the step of assigning the first signal A to a 
certain customer by identifying or individualizing the customer by optical 
recognition of physical characteristics of the customer (read by OCR, the 
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purchaser's photo would be taken at the time of the purchase) (col. 23, line 12 
and lines 46-47). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate Pena's recognition of physical 
characteristic of the customer in Lenander. Doing so would modify Lenander' s system 
with Pena's recognition of physical characteristic of the customer in order to clearly 
identify the purchaser to accurately receive his/her rewards; thereby preventing 
unauthorized person from receiving the reward so improving the efficiency of the 
system. 

Regarding claim 2, Lenander discloses the step of generating the second 
signal B when any shopping cart is returned to a collection point (col. 3, lines 57-65). 

Regarding claim 3, Lenander discloses the step of generating the second 
signal B when the returned shopping cart had previously been located outside of the 
collection (outdoor of the collection station) for longer than a preset time period (col. 2, 
lines 2-24). 

Regarding claim 4, Lenander discloses the second signal when the 
shopping cart had been previously used to go shopping (col. 3, lines 57-65). 

Regarding claim 7, the above combination discloses all the limitations in 
claim 1 and Pena further discloses optical recognition system (OCR in col. 23, 
line 12). 
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Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate Pena's optical recognition in Lenander. 
Doing so would modify Lenander's system with Pena's optical recognition in order to 
clearly identify the purchaser to accurately receive his/her rewards; thereby preventing 
unauthorized person from receiving the reward so improving the efficiency of the 
system. 

Regarding claim 16, Lenander discloses a system for detecting and 
rewarding the returning of shopping carts to a collection point (abstract) comprising: a 
first detection means (electronic signal director 20) generating the first signal A (after 
completion of the purchases, the stationary electronic device 18 will send a recording 
signal with respect to the purchases having taken place), a second detection means 
(electronic indicator 17) generating a second signal when a shopping cart is returned to 
a collection point and a data processing unit ( electronic device 1 8) to correlate the two 
signals A and B to issue a bonus (this recording via an electronic indicator 17 initiate an 
optical and/or acoustical signal with the information that the returning of the service cart 
has occasioned a reward) (col. 3, lines 39-65; col. 4, lines 37-56) 

Lenander discloses every feature of the claimed invention but fails to 
explicitly disclose the step of identifying or individualizing a particular customer by 
optical recognition of physical characteristics of the customer when generating the first 
signal A. 
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However, Pena discloses the step of identifying or individualizing a 
particular customer by optical recognition of physical characteristics of the 
customer when generating the first signal A (read by OCR, the purchaser's 
photo would be taken at the time of the purchase) (col. 23, line 12 and lines 46- 
47). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate Pena's recognition of physical 
characteristic of the customer in Lenander. Doing so would modify Lenander' s system 
with Pena's recognition of physical characteristic of the customer in order to clearly 
identify the purchaser to accurately receive his/her rewards; thereby preventing 
unauthorized person from receiving the reward so improving the efficiency of the 
system. 

Regarding claim 22, Lenander discloses a second detection means 
(electronic indicator 17) for recognizing whether the returned shopping cart has been 
stored into the shopping cart stacked row provided at the collection point within a 
prescribed tolerance (col. 1, lines 1-23). 

5. Claims 29-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lenander in view of Pena and further in view of Storey (US 6,578,012). 

Regarding claims 29-30, Lenander and Pena disclose all the limitations in 

claims 1 , 16 but fail to specify that a status of the bonus is viewable by the 

customer through an Internet connector. 
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However, Storey discloses a status of the bonus is viewable by the 
customer through an Internet connector (col. 2, lines 23-32). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate Storey's bonus through Internet 
connector in Lenander and Pena. Doing so would modify Lenander and Pena's 
system with Storey's bonus through Internet connector in order to check 
accurately the reward over the Internet, thereby improving the efficiency of the of 
the system. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 23-28 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 
35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

7. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: In combination with all the limitations in the claims, the prior arts fail to teach or 
make obvious: the first detection means includes an optical signal transmitter located in 
the shopping center and the second detection means includes a second optical signal 
transmitter at the collection point and a number of optical detectors that cooperate with 
the first and the second signal transmitters said detectors being attached to the 
shopping carts and being provided for the generation signals A and B. 
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Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-4, 7, 16, 22-30 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Smith (US 3,882,982) discloses a method and apparatus for encouraging return 
of shopping carts. 

Peggs (US 3,897,863) discloses a cart reception and reward mechanism. 
Unger (US 4,470,495) discloses a device for encouraging the return of shopping 
carts. 

Havens (US 4,868,544) discloses a shopping cart retrieval system. 
DiPaolo et al. (US 5,402,106) discloses a shopping cart theft prevention system. 
Burke (US 5,848,399) discloses a computer system for allowing a consumer to 
purchase packaged goods at home. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel Previl whose telephone number is 571 272 
2971 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. The examiner can 
also be reached on alternate Fridays. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel WU can be reached on 571 272 2964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 273 8300 for 
regular communications and for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 571 272 
2600. 




Examiner 
Art Unit 2632 

DP 

May 24, 2006. 



